perialist peace, which would mean that certain strong Pow-
ers would dominate over other nations, large and small,
without consideration for their rights and national sover-
eignty. It is not difficult to understand that the establish-
ment of an imperialist peace would inevitably lead to the
division of countries into two categories: dominating Pow-
ers, on the one hand, and subservient and enslaved states
on the other; and that in turn would lead to new interna-
tional conflicts and wars, which would harbour the danger
of a third world war.
The striving for an imperialist peace could not, of course,
but meet with the resistance of many democratic coun-
tries. I do not conceal that the Soviet Union stands fully on
the side of those who are striving for a democratic peace,
and opposes the foisting of an imperialist peace upon the
nations. An imperialist peace cannot be lasting. Only a peace
which rests on democratic principles can be lasting.
From this it will be seen what the basis is of the diver-
gencies between the allies of yesterday.
And this relates also to the question of the peace settle-
ment for Germany, The peace treaty with Germany must
determine the future of Germany for a long period to come.
The question naturally arises as to whether this treaty is
to be based on the principles of a democratic peace or of an
imperialist peace.
For the Soviet Union, which is pursuing the Lenin-Stalin
policy of peace, the answer to this question is clear. The
answer can only be that the peace treaty with Germany
must be founded on the principles of a democratic peace,
and must contribute to the economic recovery of Germany
and her rehabilitation in the future as an independent dem-
ocratic state. In short, the peace treaty with Germany
must be founded on the principles which underlay the Yalta
and Potsdam conference decisions of the Allied Powers on
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